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DETAILED ACTION 
Rejections withdrawn 

1 . Claims 1 , 4-8, 9-15 and 22 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Koops in view of Majumdar (6221453) in the last Office Action 
of august 17, 2005 has been withdrawn in view of the amendment filed on November 
21,2005. 

2. Claims 15-21 and 23 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Koops in view of Majumdar and further in view of Voeller (6822582) made in the 
last Office Action has been withdrawn in view of the amendment. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 4-8, 10-23 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1,4-8, 9-14 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Majumdar (6221453). 
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Majumdar relates to a tire label comprising a barrier layer of polyester (col. 3, lines 41- 
44) coated on a first side with adhesive (col. 3, lines 23-26) and provided on the other 
side of the barrier is a facestock or top layer of polyester (col. 4, lines 1-4). The 
facestock or top layer has a thickness of 5-100 microns (col. 4, lines 10-12) which 
includes the claimed range of 0.001 to 0.008 inches. The label, as a whole, is preferably 
less than 250 microns thick (col. 4, lines 10-20) and this would include the thickness 
range of the adhesive layer. The barrier coating inhibits migration of mobile substances 
from an object (abstract). The label can be provided with print. Further, because the 
label is applicable to a tire wall, it would be inherently conformable. However, Majumdar 
fails to teach that the facestock film has a stiffness of 20-80 mg (Gurley). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Majumdar by providing it's label facestock to have a stiffness of 20-80 mg 
(Gurley), based on optimization through routine experimentation, to exhibit optimum 
conformability 

Further, because Majumdar does teach the preferred polyester as the top layer is 
polyethylene terephthalate and that it can also function as a barrier layer, therefore it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to use polyethylene 
terephthalate as the barrier between the adhesive and the top layer. 
Regarding claim 8, Majumdar discloses, in col. 3, lines 40-43, that the facesheet can be 
of polyester, polyethylene, polypropylene, etc. materials that are equivalent structures 
known in the art. Therefore, because these material were art-recognized equivalents at 
the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it 
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obvious to substitute polyethylene or polypropylene film as the top layer for the 
polyester film in Majumdar. 

6. Claims 15-21 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Majumdar in view of Turtle (6375780). 

Majumdar, as discussed above, fails to teach the presence of an RFID tag between the 
facestock and the barrier coating. Turtle relates to an RFID tag located between a top 
and bottom polyester layers (col. 12, lines 55-60), wherein the top layer is taken to be 
the facestock and the bottom layer is interpreted to be the barrier layer. The lower 
surface of the bottom layer is provided with an adhesive layer (80). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to utilize Turtle's teaching of 
providing an RFId tag between the top and bottom polyester layers in the invention of 
Majumdar with the motivation to provide protection to the RFID tag and identification of 
articles to which the tag is attached. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nasser Ahmad whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1487. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM, and on alternate 

Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Harold Pyon can be reached on 571-272-1498. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Nasser Ahmad 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1772 



N. Ahmad. 
February 21, 2006. 



